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Hr. Les Whitten 
c/o ^nck Anderson 
1401 16 St., NW 
Wash., D.C. 200J6 

Sear Lea, 

Iou ought have no trouble understanding that I wonder why you called me last 
week now that 1 have read today's column. 

Because there is nothing new in this column, I do find myself wondering why 
it was written at all - more at this particular time. 

And about the factual error that is consistent with an intendod purpose, 
whether or not there was an intended purpose or there is significance in the t im i n g. 

If my recollection is correct, 1971 is not the first time the column had 
this particular story, now repeated for the perhaps sixth time if not more. 

When there were so many authenticated plots against L astro and over ao long 
a period of time, can one but wonder why in this particular column repeated at 
this particular time there is reference to only "the" (repeated) "03 plot" against 
Castro? 

A«rMo from factual inaccuracy, in the context of the eolcmm this is propaganda. 

It also is both factually inaccurate and propaganda to write that "lee Harvey 
Oswald had been active in the pro-Castro movement." Respite its over-writing on 
this and its misuse of what it said was falsa, the Commission itself acknowledged 
that Oswald was not part of any pro-Castro movement, particularly not part of the 
FFFC, that there was no chapter of it in New Orleans, and that of the phoney one 
he pretended existed he was the only member. 

Reool lection is a fragile thing but I believe it does not fail me in te lling 
you, I think not for the first time, that the "splinter the CIA" JF1C line was not 
related to the Bay of Pigs. I do believe it was the result of another incident of 
which I reminded you when you called. 
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Even the Gllpatrlo quote is made to mean what it does not say. hie is plain 
and not accidental dishonesty* Or* more propaganda. 

What the column also does not inform the reader is that each of the identified 
sources was parti oris , by personal opinion* with which you and others may disagree* 
is that this also is not honest writing* That your ini^tified sources have to remain 
unidentified now makes them suspect* 

I know nothing about what started the column off on this kick* A gain you may 
not agree with the way I think of situations like this but as my writing and speaking 
show, I use the traditional lawyer 1 a approach and ask "oui boto?2 There is at least 
one obvious possibility of the who to whan there is benefit* More today tnan ever* 

Perfection is not a state o)Aian nor is any writter* no matter how hard he 
tries* immune to error* In this instance* however* when you called me to get the 
other side and when you then told me that your checking hid confirmed it - even that 
after I mentioned some you remembered it - and there is no suggestion of any of it* 
questions of intent and the column 1 3 integrity do exist* 


These are matters for your conscience, not mine* I sorrow for you* whatever 
accounts for this* Long ago I learned that for me at least iraki ng a confortable 
living - even not making a living - is less important than being able to live at 
peace *ith myself and my own conscience* With sincere regrets* 



Harold Weisberg 


